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NOTES OF THE WEEK 


Y¥. W. C. A. Worker Tells of Women in India. 


ISS ETHEL CUTLER, who went to India to make a survey of 
education for the Young Women’s Christian Association, makes the 
following statement upon her return: 


“Few girls or even their parents can decide what they wear, eat or 
how they appear in public. Most girls are not allowed to take two steps 
upon the street alone. Clothes or rather the draping of garments 1s set by 
one’s religion or caste. Little originality or variation is allowed. A girl 
who belongs to certain castes who would sit down to eat with girls of a 
different caste than her own would be ostracized by her family. 


“One girl, a student in one of the Y. W. C. A. summer schools, was 
profoundly excited over her daring to go a few steps outside to the mail 
box. This was at one of the Young Women’s Christian Association con- 
ferences at Ootacamund. ‘I kept saying to myself, my nurse is behind 
me,’ she said. ‘That helped me through it.’ — 


“Girls who are receiving higher education as well as those who are 
illiterate are under many of the same rigid restraints. Daily on her way 
to college a Moslem girl, despite the exhausting heat, rides hidden from 
view by curtains on all sides. She sits cross-legged on a wooden platform 
which is carried on the shoulders of four attendants. 


“Only one woman out of a hundred in India, and that is a very gen- 
erous estimate, can write her name. Only one woman in a thousand has 
had more than two years of schooling. ‘Out of 150,000,000 women not 
more than a thousand go to schools higher than our high school grades 
every year. This takes in all medical and other professional training 
schools, as wel as universities and colleges. In all India not more than 
two hundred girls graduate in any given year. Certainly ninety per cent. 
immediately marry after graduation. In fact they consider themselves 
very lucky not to have been forced to marry earlier, which would have 
made their education impossible. — 


“India, despite these conditions, has not escaped unrest among women. 
Women are reaching out in many ways for more freedom, yet with so many 
women illiterate their expression is retarded.” 


Unemployment Among Women In Great Britain. 


NEMPLOYMENT among women in Great Britain has become so 

great that the Young Women’s Christian Association is taking an 
active part to alleviate conditions among unemployed girls in England. 
It is co-operating with the Ministry of Labor in the opening of its Juvenile 
Unemployment Centers. Association buildings in several localities will 
be used as headquarters for this unemployment work by the Government. 
Seventy-five per cent. of the cost of such work will be donated by the 
Ministry ; twenty-five per cent. falling upon the local civil authorities. The 
association has been urged by the Ministry to aid in the opening of these 
bureaus in several localities, forwarding petitions to headquarters for 
grants and speeding all phases of the work forward. In the Greete Dis- 
trict of Birmingham a Y. W. C. A. restaurant and buffet has been opened 
for women and girls out of work. 


IGNOR MUSSOLINI has agreed to be Honorary President of the 
International Suffrage Convention meeting in Rome from May 12 
to May 19. Signor Mussolini will also address the opening session. On 


the program of special conferences to be held by the Congress is the 
following : | | 


EQUAL PAY AND RIGHT TO WORK CONFERENCE. 
“Should the restrictions on industrial work be the same for women as 


for men—for example, with respect to hours of work, night work, dan- 
gerous processes, etc. ? 


“The new Danish law giving women equal pay for equal work in Gev- 
ernment service; progress towards equal pay and opportunities for women 
in Government service in other countries ; women’s position in the Secre- 
tariat of the League of Nations and the International Labour Office. 


“Shall the married woman be denied the right to work in any industry 
or profession ? 


“Shall the pregnant woman or the mother of the infant child herself 


judge, or shall others decide for her, what paid employment she shall 
undertake ? 


“Interesting examples of the work open to woman in one country which 
is denied to her in another.” 


HE Spanish Government has just authorized the ratification of the 

“Maternity Convention” adopted by the First International Confer- 
paid benefits sufficient for the full and healthy nourishment of herself 
ence in 1919. This convention provides that a working woman shall be 
and her child for six weeks before and:six weeks after confinement, and 
prohibits her employment during that time. 


YEAR or two ago, after an inquiry, secured by Australian and New 
Zealand women’s efforts, into the conditions of the Indian women in 
Fiji, the Governor appointed Dr. Mildred Staley one of the four medical 
officers at the Colonial Hospital at Suva, Fiji. Dr. Staley also created a 
dispensary for women and children. Recently, on grounds of economy, 
the Government dismissed Dr. Staley, but retained the men medical 
officers. This left the women without a woman physician. : 
Immdiately following this dismissal, the Indian women organized 


protest meeting and sent a petition to the Governor of the Island, which 
read : 


“We, Indian women, all desire to offer your Excellency our humble 
thanks that the beginning of this year you appointed a lady doctor to save 
us from our diseases. She has effected cures among hundreds of us who 
for many years had been suffering in private from distressing maladies 
which, for modesty’s sake, we are unable to disclose to male doctors. 


“Not only women in the districts of Suva, Nausori and Navua, but also 


women from many other districts have gained relief. It is our prayer 
that this provision be continued.” 


So far, reports the English Vote of February 23rd, this plea has not 
been heeded. 


Turkey To Abolish Harem. 


R,. FOUAD BEY, a member of the Angora Parliament and former 

Turkish Minister of Health and Child Welfare, stated recently in 
Paris that a law is shortly to be passed in Turkey prohibiting polygamy. 
Dr. Bey is en route for New York, where he will attend a congress of 
Moslems called to assist the 200,000 Turkish orphans. 

In discussing the abolition of the harem Dr. Bey said: “There have 
been radical changes of attitude in the last few years toward the old 
Moslem marriage customs. Our war left many widows and orphans. 
Now we are determined to conform to custom, and the fact is, that I 
recently traversed all of Turkey and did not find any man with more 
than one wife.” 

Dr. Bey’s statement is in line with reports coming from other countries 
where in the past polygamy has been permitted. Everywhere it is clear 
that the rise of women tends to establish monagamous marriage and to 
prohibit polygamy both in law and in custom. 
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WOMEN IN ITALY 


By Mrs. Rosert Gogxer. 


Mrs. Goelet is an Italian woman who has become an American citizen by marriage and is a Founder of the Woman's Party. 


EAR Editor of Eguat Ricuts: 7 

Knowing the interest of your readers in the question of Women’s 
Foreign Suffrage I am sending you some details about my interview with 
Mr. Mussolini, Premier of Italy. 

As a daughter of Italy and as an adopted child of America, | was 
doubly interested in meeting Mr. Mussolini, the great new man of the hour. 
His strong personality and his clear line of thought are immediately felt 
after a few minutes’ conversation. He was greatly interested in the 
National Woman’s Party; he asked news, details about our ideals and 
achievements; he talked with admiration about American women who 
have fought and worked for the sacred cause of Equality, Freedom and 


Progress. 


Mr. Mussolini is, of course, very interested also in the question of 
Italian women. The political organization of Italian women has been 
until now divided in two parties. The women of the South, the laborers 
of the fields, are still under the control of Clergy. The women of the 
North, who work in factories, are until today Socialists, One day those 
women will feel themselves strong and sure and will ask the right to act 
beside men with whom they have shared the burden of war and the re- 
sponsibilities of peace, for their own benefit. They will ask the vote in 
the name of Freedom and Equality, showing that they are able to be 
Mothers and Deputies for the best good of their Country. 


FERNANDINO GOELET. 
Alpes Maritimes, France, March 14, 1923. 


_ILLEGITIMACY LAWS 


By Norman Situ, Acting State Chairman, National Woman’s Party. 


Bill Introduced By New York Branch Of National Woman’s Party. 


ENATOR SALVATORE A. COTILL®, Chairman of the Senate 
Judiciary Committee, introduced in the Senate on January 23, 1923, 
for the New York Branch of the National Woman’s Party an illegitimacy 
bill modeled after the North Dakota law. It declares every child to be 
the legitimate child of its natural parents and makes such child an heir 
of such parents, and also provides the procedure for establishing parentage. 
It further provides for the support and education of the child. The bill 
was introduced “by request,” and was not reported out of committee. 


At the hearing before the General Laws Committee on February 28th, 
Mrs, Genevieve Parkhurst, of the Pictorial Review, in speaking for the 
bill, said: 


“In advocating this bill, there are three things we have in mind; the 
first is justice to the nameless child, which is the paramount thing to be 
considered ; the second is equal responsibility, and the third is a very big 

ing—it will advance continency and decrease immorality. 

“The child which is born out of wedlock is handicapped even before 
it is born, because the mother naturally is worried. She does not have 
the care from her people and her friends that the married prospective 
mother has, and so the child is almost bound to be prematurely handi- 
capped; and then, of course, we know what happens when it is brought 
into the world. Sometimes it is abandoned on the doorsteps and some- 
times the mother takes care of it. I believe, up to ten years ago, sixty-six 
out of every hundred illegitimate children born in this State died in the 
first year. Those who live rarely have the proper love of a mother, even if 
the mother takes care of them, for I feel that perhaps she must always 
have that feeling that it was an unwanted child; and then, in after life, 
people look down on it and it does not get the education it should, and 
therefore it cannot possibly, without the advantages other children have, 
as a class, amount to as much as the children who are born in wedlock.“ 

“Then there is the matter of equal responsibility. It seems to me that 
one does not have to talk about that very much. The man is just as re- 
sponsible for the child being in the world as the mother. 

“Now, the question of advancing continency. A great many people 
have claimed that if we legitimatize the child born out of wedlock it will 
increase immorality. I claim, and many people claim, that it will have 
absolutely the opposite effect. Statistics from the Children’s Bureau show 
that twenty-five per cent. of the children born out of wedlock are born of 
adolescent mothers, and that about seventy-five per cent. of those children 
are the children of older men. Now, men who are careless enough in 
their consciences to beget a child and not marry the mother and desert her, 
are pretty selfish men, and they are pretty careful of their property, and 
if they realize that they will have to share their property and their name 
- —— of the child with the mother, they will look a little bit before 
they p. 

\ “It has been said here today by the opposition that this is a very revo- 
lutionary law. It may be and it is, for the State of New York, but there 
are two States in the Union which already have illegitimacy laws; one is 


apt, 


North Dakota and the other is Arizona. Minnesota does not declare the 
the child shares in the property of the father and the 
mother, an ather must support child; that is, share equally for 

“In Norway they have had an illegitimacy law for several years, and 
in the first year there was a decrease in the number of illegitimate children 
of three hundred odd; in the second year it was five hundred odd. I think 
that the members of the committee appreciate that that shows pretty con- 
clusivly that it is not going to increase immorality.” 


Other Illegitimacy Laws. 


The four women members of the Minnesota House introduced an 
Illegitimacy Bill on January 17th, 1923, which reads: 


“7240. An illegitimate child shall inherit from his mother the same as 
if born in lawful wedlock, and also from the person who, in writing and 
before a competent attesting witness, shall have declared himself to be his 
father, or who during the lifetime of such person and within three years ’ 
after the birth of the child, has been duly adjudged to be the father of such 
child ; and such child shall inherit from the kindred of both parents by right 
of representaion. 7241. If any illegitimate child dies intestate and without 
lawful issue, his estate shall descend as though he were legitimate.” 


A private member’s Legitimacy Bill for England and Wales provides 
solely for the legitimation and rights of inheritance of children when the 
parents subsequently marry. This bill passed its second reading in the 
House of Commons on March 2nd. 

The Norwegian Illegitimacy Laws are far in advance of legislation 
in most countries. They are called the ‘““Castberg Laws,” from the name 
of their formulator, and were enacted in January, 1916. 


Under these laws (with few exceptions), the illegitimate child has the 
same legal status as if it were legitimate, and the most favorable educational 
advantages that circumstances will permit are provided for. The Nor- 
wegian illegitimate child is entitled to bear its father’s name and tq inherit 
from its father and its father’s family, except as to real estate, as if it were 
legitimate, and has rights of maintenance and education from both its 
father and its mother. It is also provided that the child “shall be trained 
and educated in a manner befitting the economic station of the father, 
but if the mother is the better situated economically, then in her station.” 
It is further provided that the illegitimate child shall remain with the 
mother unless she fails to care for it properly, when a county official, who 
ia always a lawyer, may place the child under the care of the father or 
other suitable person. The parent in whose care the child is placed is 
its guardian. 
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DEDICATION 


To the women of every land and nation, to their children who 
constitute all humanity, to the brave dead who opened the heavy door 
of the house of bondage, and to the valiant spirits who will lead com- 

May every woman who is not too idle to have a thought, or too 
vain to have a soul, or too rich in gold to have a heart, join in the, 
great struggle for women’s freedom. § | 

Purity, Liberty, Justice—these we must work for! 


EQUALITY VERSUS PRIVILEGE — 


N all countries the Equal Rights movement meets the same question: 
Equal Rights V ersus Special Privileges. 


_ As one follows the feminist papers of the different European countries 
one is struck by the similarity in their answer to this question. For in- 
stance, in the March issue of “Opportunity,” the organ of the British 
Federation of Women Civil Servants, the paper opens with the motto, 
“Equality,” and in one of its articles entitled “Sex Privilege,” it says: 


'“The law protects a woman because it assumes her to be incapable of 
fighting her own battles, and as long as this assumption of weakness is 
subscribed to, so long will men plead sex i ene as a reason for with- 


holding sex equality.” 


HE March 2 issue of “Time and Tide,” another of the leading 


feminist papers of England, contains a discussion of the same ques- 
j 
tion. It says: 


“Under the law of Great Britain married women are granted certain 


‘Equal Rights 


slight privileges, We believe this to be undesirable arid such a they are 
we should like to sée these privileges done away with, since equality is the 
only sound basis for the aw. They are, however, of minor importance 
and of no immediate urgency.” 


And so one could quote from one after another of the feminist papers 
of the world. | 


In the warfare between the philosophies of Equality and Special Privi- 
leges, we who stand for Equality are heartened to believe that we are work- 
ing with the trend of the tintés when we see how the younger women of 
other countries, spontaneously and with little communication with each 


other, are turning to Equal Rights and turning away from Special Privi- 


leges. 


SEATS FOR WORKING WOMEN 


HE Equal Rights program is challenged on the ground that Equality 
in industry would take away the seats of working women. 


The Woman’s Party replies: “Why would it mean taking away the 
Let us have seats for all oneherns in the 


industries in qoute men and women alike.” 


seats from working women? 


The Anti-Equality group answers that such a program is impractical 
because the legislatures will not pass laws requiring seats for men, and 
even if the legislatures would pass such laws, the laws would be over- 
turned by the courts. 


Let us examine the facts. Already Florida has provided for seats for 
The Florida law was enacted in 1899 and has 


never been disturbed by the courts. 


men and women alike. 


It reads: 


“If any merchant, storekeeper, employer of male or female clerks, 
salesmen, cash boys or cash girls, or other assistants, in mercantile or other 
business pursuits, requiring such employes to stand or walk during their 
active duties, neglect to furnish at their own cost or expense suitable 
chairs, stools or sliding seats attached to the counters or walls, for the use 
of such employes when not engaged in their active work, and not required 
to be on their feet in the proper performance of their several duties; or 
refuse to permit said employes to make reasonable use of said seats dur- 
ing business hours, for purposes of necessary rest, and when such use will 
not interfere with humane or reasonable requirements of their employ- 
ment, he shall upon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more 
than one hundred dollars, or imprisonment not exceeding sixty days.” 


What Florida has done, every State can do. 


Even if there were not this Florida precedent, we would know that 
seats for both men and women could be secured. But for those who re- 
quire a precedent before they dare attempt any progressive step, we pro- 
duce the Florida law as a comforting reassurance. 


If, in the future, the precedent of Florida is followed, men as well as 
women will benefit from the improved conditions and women will not 
suffer any injury by being subjected to an additional handicap in com- 
peting with men for employment. 


The Woman’s Party demands that all legislation providing for ade- 
quate seating arrangements shall be on a non-sex basis, as in the case of 
the Florida law. RS 
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MRS. SIDNEY WEBB ON INDUSTRIAL EQUALITY 


AT RS. SIDNEY WEBB, one of the greatest authorities in the 
English-speaking world on industrial problems, has made a report 
to the British Parliament (Minority Report of the War Cabinet Commit- 
tee on Women in Industry, 1919), which should be read by everyone inter- 
ested in the question of special labor laws applying to women but not to 
men. Mrs. Webb opposes such laws and contends that no legislation 
should be on a sex basis. Her report is the most exhaustive and scholarly 
study of this subject that has ever been published. 

Mrs. Webb had a particularly good opportunity to investigate this 
subject because of her position as a member of the War Cabinet Com- 
mittee on Women in Industry, appointed by the Prime Minister in 
1918. Mrs. Webb was also a member of the Poor Law Commission 
appointed by the British Government to inquire into the Poor Law 
situation. She is the author of ‘““The History of Trade Unionism,” “‘Indus- 
trial Democracy,” “Problems of Modern Industry,” “A Number of 
Fabian Tracts,” “London Education, ” “The English Local Govern- 
ment,” etc. 

Mrs. Webb’s report, contained in the Report of the War Cabinet Com- 
mittee on Women in Industry, can be obtained through any bookshop 
or from His Majesty’s Stationery Office, Imperial House, Kingsway, Lon- 
don, W. C. 2, England. 


The following extracts from Mrs. Webb’s report are given for those 
who may not have read the report in full: : 


Summary Of Conclusions. 


“1. That the existing relation between the conditions of employment 
of men and women, whether in manual labour or in the brainworking 
occupations, is detrimental to the personal character and professional efh- 
ciency of both sexes, and inimical alike to the maximum productivity of 
the nation and to the advancement of the several crafts and professions. 


“2. That the exclusion of women by law or by custom, from the 
better paid posts, professions and crafts, has driven them to compete with 
each other, and with men, in the lower grades of each vocation, where they 
have habitually been paid at lower rates than men for equivalent work, on 
the pretense that women are a class apart, with no family obligations, 
smaller needs, less capacity and a lower level of intelligence—none of these 
statements being true of all individuals thus penalised. 


“3, That, for the production of commodities and services, women no 
more constitute a class than do persons of a particular creed or race; and 
that the time has come for the removal of all sex exclusions; for the 
opening of all posts and vocations to any individuals who are qualified for 
the work, irrespective of sex, creed or race; and for the insistence, as 
minima, of the same qualifications, the same conditions of employment, 
and the same occupational rates, for all those accepted by tha private or 
public employers as fit to be engaged in any particular pursuit. 


_ “5, That the essential principle which should govern all systems of 
remuneration, whether in private industry or in public employment, in 
manual working as well as brain-working occupations, is that of clearly 
defined Occupational or Standard Rates, to be prescribed for all the per- 
sons of like industrial grade ; and, whether computed by time or by output, 
to be settled by collective agreement between representative organizations 
of the employers and the employed ; and enforced, but as minima only, on 
the whole grade or vocation? There is no more reason for such Occupa- 
tional or Standard Rates being made to differ according to the workers’ 
sex than according to their race, creed, height or weight. 


Restrictions Upon Women. 


“6. That in the interests alike of maximum productivity and race 
preservation, it is imperative that a National Minimum should be pre- 
scribed by law and systematically enforced, in respect, at least, of rest-time, 
education, sanitation and subsistence, in which National Minimum there 
should be no sex inequality. 


“I regret that I am unable to agree with the Majority Report, either 


in its scope and substance, or in its conclusions and recommendations. 


It takes the form of a survey of the conditions upon which women have 


come into the modern industrial system, leading up to an elaborate state- 


ment of the terms on which women, as a class, should be allowed to remain 
there. What the committee was charged to investigate and to report upon 
was not the wages and other conditions of employment of women, any 
more than the wages and other conditions of employment of men—still less 
the terms upon which either men or women should be permitted to remain 
in industry, but ‘the relation which should be maintained’ between them, 
‘having regard to the interests of both, as well as to the value of their 
work * * * and the progress and well-being of industry in the 
future.’ The reference carefully avoids, in its terms, any implication of 
inequality. To concentrate the whole attention of the readers of the report 
upon the employment of women, past, present and future, and upon their 
physiological and social needs, without any corresponding survey of the 
employment of men, and of their physiological and social needs, is to 
assume, perhaps inadvertently, that industry is normally a function of the 
male, and that women, like non-adults, are only to be permitted to work 
for wages at special hours, for special rates of wages, under special super- 
vision and subject to special restrictions by the legislature. I cannot 
accept this assumption. 


The Better Paid Occupations. 


“The long-continued exclusion of women from nearly all the better- 
paid occupations has been largely the result of the assumption that these 
occupations were the sacred preserve of men. It is only within the last 
couple of centuries that women have—apart from a few exceptional cases— 
appeared as the earners of wages or salaries, either in industry or in the 
brain-working professions or, indeed, in any other capacity than that of 
domestic servant, or that of attendant or assistant of the man who was 
often related to them. They are still excluded from a great part of the 
field. By law, or by administrative action grounded in law, or by the 
practice of professional associations upheld by the court, women are still 
definitely excluded from all branches of the legal profession, from the 
religious ministry, and from civil and’ mechanical engineering. With 
insignificant exceptions they are, to say the least, not encouraged in the 
professions of the architect, the actuary, the public accountant, the chemist 
and the pharmacist; and they are not admitted to the regular grades of 
the Civil Service, whether Class I or Second Division, or in the ranks of 
the Inland Revenue, and the Customs and Excise, whilst in the rapidly- 
growing inspectorate they are debarred from all the better-paid posts. 
Though they have come to constitute nearly two-thirds of the teaching pro- 
fession, they are still largely excluded from the university professoriate, 
and they are debarred, except in a very few cases, from the headships of 
colleges, institutes and schools admitting students of either sex and, indeed, 
sometimes from those admitting only female pupils. 


“Throughout the whole realm of manual labour the women have found 
equally closed against them, prior to the war, the occupations which had 
gained a relatively high occupational rate, together with the opportunities 
for training which might have enabled them to prove their competence 
and aptitude for the work. As in the brain-working occupations, the vested 


interest of the male had always to be protected against new rivals of the 
other sex. 


The Vested Interest Of The Male. 


“It will not be seriously argued today that we can maintain what we 
have called the vested interest of the male, in so far as it demands the 
exclusion, from any occupation whatever, of persons who prove themselves 
to be competent at the work. It is not only that the exclusion of women, 
as women, from any occupation into which they seek an entry is \ re 
striction on the liberty of more than half the population. Any such’ nar- 
rowing of the field of selection, and any such limitation of choice of odcy- 
pation, necessarily detracts, to an unknown degree, from that utilization 
to the fullest extent of every available talent upon which maximum 
productivity depends. There is no ground whatever for any deliberatel 
imposed exclusion or inclusion with regard to any occupation whatever of\ 


a whole class, whether marked out by sex, height, weight, color, race \ 
or creed. Any such artificial eligibility or ineligibility by class necessarily \ 
\ 


involves unfairness to individuals. There can plainly be no warrant for 
any other ground of selection or exclusion, whether in manual working 
occupations or in the brain-working professions, in capital enterprise or 
in the public service, than the aptitude and fitness of each individual.” 


a 
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HE story.of the Equal Rights campaign in Colorado, where the Equal 
Rights bill polled 21 votes to 37 votes against in the House of Repre- 
sentatives on March 24th, is best told by Dr. Caroline E. Spencer, State 
Secretary of the Colorado Branch, in a letter to Headquarters dated 


March 25. 


“Last Thursday,” writes Dr. Spencer, “Dr. Margaret Long, our Denver 
Chairman, telephone to Colorado Springs to say that the Equality Bill 
‘would be reached next day. She asked me to come right up. The Judiciary 
Committee, after twice tabling it, had reported it out without recommenda- 
tion on Tuesday, the 20th, but we did not expect such promptness on the 
part of the Rules Committee. 


“Mrs. Gray, our State Treasurer, and | went up that same Thursday, 
March 22nd, and spent all day Friday at the Capitol, Dr. Long and Miss 
Kinney, our legislative chairman, coming when they could. At noon on 
Friday things looked rather hopeful for our bill, but something happened 
during the afternoon, we do not know what, but we do know that word 
went out that afternoon to defeat the bill. We tried, however, to get some 
political pressure, or at least information, Friday evening, but everybody 
was out. So we determined to go to the Capitol next day and let them 
do what they would. I did try once more from the Capitol to get one or 
two lé who might have averted defeat, but they were not to be had; 
the State Republican Secretary did say on the telephone that he would 
call the floor leader, and I think he did so, as | saw that gentleman go out. 


“They all seem obsessed with a mighty terror of women on the jury. 
After the session when one man harped on that, I said that this bill did not 
carry jury service, and he replied that ‘it led up to it, did it not?” Some 
of the legislators admitted that they did not want equality for men and 
women, and one of them confided to us that the real objectors to jury 
service were the lawyers, none of whom want women on the jury. 


“We said that we would bring the bill up again next session with the 
supplementary bills, and that they could stand on their record. 


“In the end, after the bill was read, some one promptly moved to strike 
out the enacting clause. Then one of the men who introduced it said 
he was for it. Then arose a lawyer, Manning, from Denver, and made 
a most vitriolic h against the bill—so bad that it will really do 
us much good. Then they called question, but Miss Baker, one of the 
women legislators in the House, got in her little word in favor in the midst 
of the uproar. Then they took a viva voce vote, but our legislator from 
E] Paso did go to the speaker and had a roll call on resuscitating the bill. 
The result was 21 to 37 and we have the names of our opponents on 
record. The three women all voted yes, which was quite something for us! 
Miss Baker joined the National Woman’s Party on the spot, and will 
be on our Political Council and I think the others may probably join. 


“The Republicans only gave ten votes for the bill, while the Democrats 
gave eleven for it. The last Democratic vote came from a member’s 
rising and changing his vote just after roll call. This man was one who 
had affirmed again and again that he would never, never vote for that 


bill !”’ 
The Denver Post, March 25th, carried the following account: 


“The National Woman’s Party, backed by some of the most effective 

itical machinery in existence, and a history of finishing what it starts, 
is prepared to back a movement in Colorado having for its aim the election 
of at least twenty-five competent women to the twenty-fifth General 
Assembly. 

“*And then,’ declared Dr. Caroline Spencer, Colorado’s representative 
on the Council of the National Woman’s Party, ‘we would like to hear a 
man make the same sort of a stupid, unintelligent, vituperative speech as 
Representative Addison Manning made Saturday before the vote was 
taken which defeated the Blanket Bill providing for the removal of politi- 
cal disqualifications from women.’ 

“In his s Manning referred to the women backing the bill, which 
was grawn for them by the late A. M. Stevenson, one of the prominent 


_ - -diwye'rs of the West and a Republican leader, as ‘a lot of women with © 
- nothing but brains and leisure’ and charged that one of the group had 


referred to ‘housewives’ as ‘houseslaves in whom they had no interest.’ 
‘Ngrone of the real women want equality wifh men,’ Manning said, ‘for the 
re/-al women are in the homes, while the others are out competing with men.’ 


/ “Leaders of the National Woman’s Party declare that Representative 
’ Manning nowhere mentioned the fact that women who are out in the 
world competing with memare there in Jarge degree because of the indus- 
trial greed of men, or their failure to make good on their own account, and 
because, in many instances, the competing women are shouldering burdens 
which should naturally be assumed by men.” 


NEWS FROM THE FIELD 


Equal Rights 


Elective Office Bill Passes Oklahoma Legislature. 


HE Equal Rights bill providing that women shall be equally eligible 

with men for all State elective offices passed the Oklahoma House of 
Representatives on March 22nd, having already passed the Senate, and 
there is no doubt of the Governor’s approval. It involves a constitutional 
amendment, so will not become effective until after a popular vote, but 
there is little reason to fear the result of such a vote. ) ‘ 


The Situation In Ohio. 


ROM Ohio where a spirited campaign is being waged under the 

direction of Dr. Gillette Hayden, State Chairman, and Mrs. Valentine 
Winters, legislative chairman, comes a graphic account of the legislative 
activities in a letter received at Headquarters from Dr. Hayden, dated 
March 24th, The letter reads: 


“The following information regarding the present state of our hopes 
will give you an idea of the conditions even though by tomorrow the scene 
may shift. 

“The one bill which has passed the Senate is Senate Bill 164 (agency 
of the wife). Those which have been reported out of the committee are: 


S. B. 232—Equal pay for public employees. 

S. B. 226—Giving a woman her own voting residence. 

S. B. 178—Giving husband and wife right to make contracts with each 

other. 

S. B. 193—Equalizing age of marriage for the sexes. 

S. B. 194—Equalizing age of majority for the sexes. 

Garver Bill (S. B. 14)—Egqualizing the inheritance laws, passed both 

houses, 

“Our Equal Guardianship Bill (S. B. 171) has suffered an eclipse. 
Miss Woodson, our organizer, reported the first of last week that things 
were in a discouraging state. Many nice encouraging things were being 
said but nothing happened, and some of the men who had introduced bills 
were getting ‘cold feet.’ At this juncture Miss Margaret Baker of Spring- 
field had a quantity of letters sent to the Senators from her district. The 
result was most gratifying. Then the first of this week the executive 
board of the W. C. T. U. began a three-day meeting. Mrs. Florence 
Richards, the Ohio president, who has been to so much pains to help us 
with our Equal Guardianship bill, had, at our request, a very strong reso- 
lution passed by the executive board and sent to the Judiciary Committee 
on Wednesday. The Ohio W. C. T. U. has 46,000 members, so this may 
help to persuade a few legislators to favorable action. 


“Monday evening Miss Woodson, Miss Brandon and I made a hurry 
call on United States Senator Fess who came to make an address here. 
We gave him ~— of three of our bills, i. e., guardianship, age of ma- 
jority and age of marriage. That was all he had time for. He said he 
would see several members of the legislature for us. 


“Thursday morning the House Judiciary killed our three House bills. 
The argument used against the guardianship bill was that the women 
didn’t know what they were asking for, and that they needed to be pro- 
tected from the extra responsibility such a measure would impose. Repre- 
sentative Griswold told us that he did not consider our measures of enough 
consequence to have them put on the calendar—in fact that there were other 
bills that were much more important. We discovered that among the bills 
that were much more “important” was one providing protection for Ohio 
quail, and another providing for a State inspection of bees! 


“The other bills which may be reported out are: Age of majority, 
of Marriage, Teachers’ Pay, Voting Residence.” iss 


In writing i Se eas work in Ohio, Dr. Hayden said: 


_ “Miss Woodson was asked, after her two talks at the University last 
week, to speak to the graduate women on Monday night. We were both 
invited to their supper. These women are very much interested. One of 
them is writing her thesis on the woman suffrage movement. She has 
asked for sources of information and wants Miss Woodson to read her 
thesis over. Naturally we have offered her all the data we have. 

“Tuesday, Mrs. Rector, by invitation, spoke to a Child Conservation 
League group and she took Miss Woodson with her. They both had time 
enough to give good talks, and the women registered a great deal of 
interest. 


harmew Mrs. Myron S. Seibert, one of our Founders, telephoned 


| 
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to ask me to speak to 150 women of their Grandview Church Guild. | 
suggested that Miss Woodson go as | could not leave the office. She 
said she did not want anyone she did not know to come because she knew 
her group and its demands for a certain kind of person. I had to assure 
her that Miss Woodson would meet her requirements in every way, and 
that I was ready.to stake my judgment on her before she agreed to let her 
come, They were, of course, pleased with her, and she is to speak out 
there to another group next week. 


“Friday, Miss Woodson went to Marion, where she was to speak to 
one group in the afternoon and to the Business and Professional Women’s 
Club in the evening. Mrs. Hector Young had arranged for both and she 
wrote that the business women were planning for a big meeting. 


“Monday next, Mrs. Haws is arranging a local meeting in Columbus. 
Easter week-end Miss Brandon plans to go with Miss Woodson to Dayton, 
and Mrs. Winters will go to Cincinnati with them. Mrs. Winters has 
been working in Dayton this week instead of in Columbus as she did the 
week before. Margaret Baker from Springfield was here Friday night 
for a conference and information.” 


Following an address by Miss Woodson on March 24th, Mrs. Hector 
S. Young, wife of former Prosecuting Attorney Young, was elected chair- 
man of the Marion (Ohio) branch of the Party. Other officers elected 
were: Vice-chairman, Miss Jane Slagle; corresponding secretary, Miss 
Hazel Covault; recording secretary, Mrs. Samuel Rosenborg; treasurer, 
Mrs. Charles W. McClain; membership chairman, Miss Mae G. Hoberman ; 
publicity chairman, Miss Edna S. Dutton. 


LETTER to National Headquarters from the Michigan Committee 
says: 


“This is a most enthusiastic group of women. We met at the Hotel 
Statler this morning and everybody there agreed to help and get telegrams 
sent to the legislature at Lansing. The Equal Rights bill, as we wired 
you, is scheduled to come up Wednesday. Quite a crowd is going up 
from Detroit to Lansing and they are working like everything in the mean- 
time. Mrs. Phoebe Munnecke has been made chairman of the Finance 
Committee and her slogan is 200 Founders for Detroit! She talks Life 
Members to all and is a splendid worker. 


“Mrs. Rose Keller, a florist, and president of the Florist Club, became 
a Life Member, giving her check for $250 as a first payment. Miss 
Broadbridge has promised to be a Life Member. We went to see Miss 
Whiteley, and she, we think, will be a Founder. That was the afternoon's 
wor 


From Grand Rapids, the National Organizer of the Woman’s Party, 
working in Michigan, writes: 


“I got here Saturday night and am leaving in a few minutes for 
Lansing. We have gotten two more Founders. We got $50 besides in 
memberships and I believe we will certainly get a delightful Mrs. Williams 
as a member. She is disgusted, after lots of suffrage work, that women 
are frittering away their time with ‘little things.’ I said ‘Yes, but you 
don’t know the Woman’s Party.’ She admitted it. She said ‘I believe 
you have gotten me. Send me everything and I may even go to work.’ ” 


Mrs. Laura F. Cramer, acting chairman of ; the Michigan Branch, 
writes of the legislative campaign as follows: 


“Bill No. 3 was reported out Monday last. Mrs. Grimes, our legis- 
lative chairman, went over Tuesday, but each day passed without a vote 
being taken. Senator Condon met trouble on his illegitimacy bill, so 
didn’t risk the Equal Rights bill. We expect it to come to a vote Wednes- 
day and will have a delegation in the Senate. We expect two judges, Ira 
M. Jayne and John V. Brennan, to go in our delegation. 


“The Senators seém to have reached the mirthful stage. They just 
laugh, says that we have all and more than we are asking far, that it will 
cost thousands of dollars to get bill incorporated in statutes, and really we 
had best run home, have some nice automobile roads built and not worry— 
that they really need to save us from ourselves. 


“The Equal Rights bill is to be debated at Detroit College of Law week 
from Monday night in a public debate.” 
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Teachers’ Council Active In Wisconsin. 


TN the Milwaukee Sentinel of March 25th was the following account of 
the meeting of the Wisconsin Teachers’ Council of the National 
Woman’s Party the preceding day: 


“Now that women have been granted Equal Rights with men by law 
in Wisconsin, the manner in which to ‘live up’ to this Equality was in- 
terpreted on Saturday at the meeting of the Wisconsin Teachers’ Council 
of the National Woman’s Party at a luncheon at the Hotel Pfister. Miss 
Lutie Stearns, one of the speakers, said: “To live up to Equal Rights there 
must be no discriminations against women such as are found in the teach- 
ing profession. Women should receive equal pay for equal work, equally 
well performed. The trouble in the ‘past has been that women were 
willing to work for less pay, that they were not bold enough to ask for 
what a man got. One excuse advanced for giving men more money was 
that they have families. Well, I have seldom found a working woman 
who did not have dependents.’ 


“*The entire teaching force of the country is looking to Wisconsin 
to set the pace as far as the w ~ian’s angle is concerned,’ was the mes 
brought by Miss Genevieve Meiudy of Chicago, National Chairman of the 
Teachers’ Council. Discriminations made against women as a sex in the 
Chicago Public School administration were cited by her. She stressed 
the fact that in twenty general high schools there was not a single woman 
principal, although one had been requested at the last vacancy, and that 
even among the pupils the administration permitted two handsome and 
bountifully equipped technical schools for boys, and one dilapidated one in 
the colored belt for girls. Miss Melody recited how efforts to remedy 
conditions by appealing té“offidfals had failed, and that now the women 
teaching body was ‘falling back on the public.’ 

“An outline of the Teachers’ Council and its objects was given by Miss 


Mary Burt Messer, Professor of Sociology at the Stout Institute, Meno- 
monie, Wisconsin.” 


Introducing Bills In Pennsylvania Legislature. 


SSISTED by Anita Pollitzer, national organizer of the Woman's 

Party, a committee from Pennsylvania Branch went to Harris- 

burg on Tuesday to present its Equal Rights program to the legislature. 

The committee to the legislature consisted of Mrs. K. G. Halligan, Miss 
Ella Riegel and Miss Mary Burnham. 


Two Equal Rights meetings were held in Philadelphia March 26th, - 
with Mrs. Donald R. Hooker, of Baltimore, as principal speaker at both, 
and with Mrs. Mary Manly-Power, State chairman, in charge of the 
meetings. The afternoon meeting was held at the Acorn Club, with Miss 
Mary Burnham presiding, and the evening meeting in the Y. W. C. A. 
with Mrs. Edwin Grice presiding. 


Interest Unflagging In Massachusetts. 


ISS ELEANOR D. BRANNAN, national organizer of the 


Woman’s Party, writes to Headquarters from Massachusetts as 
follows : 


_ “We are busy typing letters to members throughout the State, arrang- 
ing for meetings. 

“Wilma Henderson has agreed to drive me around the State in her 
car during the last two weeks of April. This will be splendid as I can 
safely arrange for two meetings a day, if I can depend on a car to take 


- on to the next place. It will also save a tremendous amount in railway 
ares. 


“My meeting at Mrs. Henderson’s house last Friday was most success- 


ful, as we gained two active and four associate members, Twenty-five 
women were deeply interested. 


“A meeting in South Boston last Monday only drew eleven women, but 
one of the three who joined is the wife of a pastor there, and will have a 
meeting. 

“Monday evening I spoke to a small group of \-omen, seven in all, of 
whom five joined, one as an active member. Two of them will have 
meetings for the Woman’s Party.” 

| 


| \ 
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Miss Lillian A. Norton, D. C.... 5.00 Mrs. Ann ©. Hoffman.............. 50 
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Mrs. T. Vernette Morse.......... Rent of rooms at Headquarters 39.50 
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COMMENTS OF THE PRESS 


From The Woman’s Weekly (Chicago), January 6, 1923. 
N developing our program of articles devoted to the campaign of the 
Woman’s Party for the establishment of equality of the sexes before 
the law, we present this week a discussion of the “Declaration of Prin- 
ciples” adopted by the Confernce in Washington, as previously reported. 
This campaign and this Declaration have been widely commented upon, 


- and very strongly criticised, though seldom, if ever, has the Declaration 


been reproduced in full by its critics, so that readers might judge it for 
themselves. We predict that every woman who begins to read it will 
continue to the end, so full is it of definite, plainly stated principles of the 
greatest human interest. 

In our opinion, the most important clause in the Declaration is the 
first: “Women shall no longer be regarded and shall no longer regard 
themselves inferior to men, but the equality of the sexes shall be rec- 
ognized.” 

Once this is accomplished, all the rest will follow as a matter of course. 
The greatest handicap in this struggle is the fixed idea existing in the minds 
of most men, and we fear of most women, that the feminine sex is 
inferior. It is a case as Zona Gale termed it, of the Freudian “inferiority 
complex.”’ 

The effect of this obsession is that the mind in its control is unable 
to conceive of woman being equal to man and still remaining womanly. To 
be equal to man, she must be manlike. This idea is attractive to an 
occasional individual; but to normal womanhood it is repelling as would 
be any abnormal role. 

The fixed idea of inferiority causes us to conceive of government as 
necessarily «nasculine and to judge of woman’s ability to share in it by 
her ability to think as statesmen or male politicians think, and do as they 
do. But if we conceive of the sexes as equal, then we assign to woman 
in government such a role as she plays in the American home, and we 
welcome the advent into public affairs of an influence which has hitherto 
been absent from world authority. It has not been absent fronq world 
thought ; its ideals have been clearly set forth by those capable of express- 
ing them. In recognizing women as equal to men, we recognize the 
views of Jane Addams as deserving recognition equally with those of 
Senator Lodge. Is this difficult ? 

The Declaration of Principles has been criticised as depriving women 
of their husbands’ support; and again this criticism is born of the “in- 
feriority complex.” Because men, in our economic scheme, earn the 


family income while women make the home and rear the family, fie earn- 
ing of income has been conceived to be the superior role, and woman, 


because she shares her husband’s earnings in most cases, has been con- 
sidered in common opinion and in law to be his inferior and dependent. 


Reasoning from this premise, since the existence of support creates 
inferiority, it is assumed that the abolition of inferiority will necessarily 
deprive the wife of her claim to support. But nothing of the sort is 
intended by the declaration: “That the wife shall no longer be considered 
as supported by the husband, but their-mutual contribution to the family 
maintenance shall be recognized.” 


If we begin with the idea that the sexes are equal, then this means 
that the contribution by the wife of a woman’s share in home-making 
and tamily maintenance is equal to the contribution by the husband’s 
of a man’s share, and the wife’s acceptance of her share i imposes no handi- 
cap in her legal or social status. 

In plain language, it raises the wife from a position akin to that of a 
servant to a full partnership in the home enterprise. The wife shares 
her husband’s earnings, as she is entitled to, just as he shares the benefits 
of her home-making, as he is entitled to. The declaration that this relation- 
ship is that of an equal partnership, instead of being nearly that of master 
and servant, as the law has regarded it, no more relieves the husband of 
his obligation to maintain his family than it relieves the wife of her 
obligations. 

It is not to be wondered that the idea of equality comes slowly in many 
cases. Masculine domination has been the rule of the world for cen- 
turies. All our laws have been built around it, and our first judgments 
are naturally biased by it. It is, as we said, the greatest obstacle to the 
accomplishment of the Woman’s Party program. Once the idea of an 
inferior sex is overcome the rest will be easy. 
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